HE* AD0HSSS:3t. 7, Frederick, ::d. 21701? ; ; J3C1-473-Q183 

December 2, 1967 


Mr. Julian &ootimen. President 
Rational Broadcasting Co., 

30 Rockefeller Plaza 
Ran York, R.Y. 


' T hls is tc inform yc-u that my letter to you of August 16 hv.c not really been 
responded to. My earlier letter to the ” , foday r 3how, requesting the opportunity 
to make fsir response to the false charges by Charles Sebarts like rise hu? not 
beGn answered. 

Under date of August 30 «r. Silliem 3. Katadrewe did write me. His letter 
*sa not responsive. Cn the ehease that you ore not aware of its contents, I give 
you e copy of my letter to Mm of September 2. 

Since then 1 have hesrd nothing. 

Since then also the book I referred to, OSWALD IS SB« 0HLS?JRS, has appeared. 
I requested the publisher. Canyon Books, 131 15s at" 51 3t., Rev York, tc send* conies 
to KBC, end I presume this has been done. 

There are a number of things shout which I wrote MBC t including too sonerwte 
invocations of the rCC*e, if not. your own. Tairness doctrine”. 

I would appreciate hearing further from you. although in your now pest you 
sre undoubtedly a very busy man, because of your responsibilities l do an courage 
you to become familiar with what NBC hos done. I cannot believe that you ere 
aware of what those in your employ have done or its potential. Nor do I believe 
fast those who hew done whet 1 know they have err- about to advertize it. 1'c. the 
degree thst I can, 1 will help you if you look into this. 

In your position, you may wonder if I have ulterior motive. I do not, os I 
believe will be obvious to you if you think shout this. Vhst I do seek is to 
diminish the inevitable consequences of the awful thing thst has happened and to 
establish the truth to the degree thst man now can. If you do undertake to learn 
whet 1 know you esn learn and do not now know, it will in no way benefit me 
personally. It may save you and SBC very great grabs rre ssment and cost in the 
near future. 

In any event, I would supreciate meaningful and pertinent response to 
my previous letters. 


Harold '.eisbarg 



